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{rom: us, of course. The minutes of the Com-
miigsion meetings are locked up in the Na-
tional Archives and no one can sce them.
A vast amount of the evidence, I.B.IL reports,
C.I.A. reports, which may be direetly related
to the information we should have, arce also
locked up in the Archlves. No one can sce
that. :

The photographs and X-rays of the Presi-
dent's body, teken at the autonsy in Ec.
thesda, Maryland, taken just belore tho auw
topsy was begun, taken by Naval techniclans,
whleh {n and ef thomeclves might resolve
the whole question as to whother or not
there was o cousplracy, cannot be seen by
anyone today and, in fact, not one member
ol the Warren Commission over saw the most
importunt documents in the case, the photo-
graphs and the X-rays. And xot one lawyer
for the Comunission over gaw——was curlous
enough to cxamine the most important
evidence.

I think the villain was the desire of gov-
ernment ofiiclals to be nice, to sce to It that
nothing would upset the American people,
that the apathy which has scized us for all
of these years be permitted fto remain un-
interrupted by a {actual presentation of what
happencd. The American people would have
been upset surely if they were told there was
& conspiracy which took the life of your
President.

CrownirTe: But Mr. Lane, who accuscs the
Commission of playing fast and loose with
the evidence, does not always allow facts to
get in the way of his own theories. In “Rush
To Judgment,” for example, he writes: “The
statements of eycwitnesses close to the Presi-
dent tended to confirm the lkellhood that
the shot came from the right and not from
the rear.” Lane then quotes Associated Press
photographer James Altgens, and another
eyewitness, Charles Brehm, as giving testi-
mony that would support the idea of a killer
on the grassy knoll, Yet Mr. Altgens, as we
saw Monday night, Is entirely certain thag
all of the shots came Irom behind, a fact
that Mr., Lane does not mention.

Ag for Mr. Brehm, Eddie Barker discovered
that he holds no brief cither for the grassy
knoll theory or for the use of his words by
Mark Lanc,

EppIz BARKER: Well now, someé critics of
the Warren Report have taken your testi-
mony, or interviews with you, to indicate
that you thought the shots came from be-
hind the fence over there. What about that?

CuarLzs BreEmna: Well, as I say, it was not

a number of critics. It was one critie, Marlk

Lane, who takes very great liberties with
adding to my quotation. I necver said that
the—any shot came from here ke I was
guoted by Mr, Lane. Mr. Lane would like mo
0 have positively ldentified the—what I sow

‘fly over here—hls skull—although I told

him I could not—I did not—I thought it
was but I could not. S0, he has added his
interpretations to what I said, and conse-

quently that’s where the story comes from

that—that I sald that the shols come from
up there. No shot came from up there at any
time during the whole fRasco that aftor-
noon.

Crowiirs: Nor are these the only examyples
of Mr, Lane lifting remarks out of contexs
to support his theories. Perhaps the most
charitable cxplanation is that Mark Lano
still considers himself a defense attorney for
Lee Harvey Oswald—and a. defense attore
ney's primary duty is not to abstract truth,
but to his client. ’

There exists, however, a less partisan, and
therefore perhaps more disturbing critique
of thie Warren Comunission Report.

Rarmer: One of the most influential at~
tacks on the work of the Commission is the
bhook, “Inquest,” by a young scholar named
Bdward J, Epsteln. It began as a thesis in
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He studied the 26 volumes of hearings,
then interviewed five of the seven Commis-
sion members, General Counsel J, Lee Ran-
Kin and some of the Commission's top in-
vestigators, And the pattern that began to
emerge disturbed him.

EPSTEINT Well, there were three, I think,
levels of ¢omplaint. The first one was the
institutional, you might say: the general
vroblem that a government has when it
scarches for truth, The problem ‘of trying
to have an' antonemous investigation, free
fream politlenl interference nnd ot the sanle
time, it's dealing by its very nature with a
political probiem,

The sccond leve! might be called the or-
ganizational level of-—was the Warren Comi-
mission organized in o way that prevented 1t
from iinding facts. And here my findings
were that by using o part time staff and by
the Commission’s detaching themselves from
the Investigatlon—in other woids, not ac-
tively partaking in the nvestigatlon—it
raised some preblems as to whether the War-
ren Commlission’s investigation went deep
enough, so that If there was evidence of a
conspiracy, they would have in fact found
it.

The third level of my criticism concermed
the evidence itself, and this concerncd the
problem of when the Warren Commission
wag come——confronted with a very complex
problem. For cxample, the contradiction be-
tweenn the EIL summary report on the
antopsy and the sutopsy report they had in
mind-—how they solved vhis uroblem,
whother they simply glossed over it or
whether' they called witnesses and—and
this—this, of course, brought up the gues-
tlons of-~of o scoond ocssassin,

Raties: One of the men Mr. Epsteln in-
terviewed for his “Inquest” is Arlen Spec-
ter, now District Attorney of Philndelphia,
but i1 1864, one of the principal investiga-
tors for the Warren Commission, charged
with establishing the basie facts of the
assassination. Mr. Specter thinks the. Com-
mission did its job well and came. up with
the right answers,

SrroTER: I would say after having pros-
ceuted a great many cases that seldom would
you cver find o case wihichh was as persua-
slve that Oswald was the assassin and, in
fact, the lone assassin, and we convict peo-

ple in the criminal couris every day right -

here in City Hall, Philadelphia. And the
times the death penalties are imposed or life
imprisonment~—so that—so that the caso
aces fit together.

Rarzer: In separate interviews we asked
critic Epsteln and investigator Specter to
discuss some of the central issues that maust
determmine how well or how badly the Warren
Commisslon did its worlk.

ErsTrin: Part of the job of the Warron
CommuIission was restoring confidence in the
American govermment. And for this he ha
to pick seven very respectable mien, men who
would lend their name and lend probity to
the report. And so that the problemn was,
in any seven men he picked of this sort, they
would have very little time for the investi-
gation.

Taney would also have two purposes. One
purpose would be to find the truth, all the
facts. The other purpose would be to allay
rumors, 1o dispel conspiracy theories and ma-
terial of that sort.

SPECTER: My view is that there Is abso-
lutely no foundation for that type of a
charge. When the President selected the
Commissioners, no chose men of unblemished
reputation and very high standing. The Chief
Justice of the Supreme Court of the United
States would have no reason whatsoever to be
expedient or to search ror political truths.
Nor would Allen W, Dulies, the former head of

political science, Mr, Epstein declding to.stne CIL.A, nor would John McCloy, with his

find out just how tho Warren Commission ¥
had gone about solving this crime of tha

century.

Sanitized - Approve_d For Releasée™

distinguished service in government, nor
would the Congressional or Senatorial repro~
sentatives, " FOIAb3b
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Now, the same thing was true of the stafm
members, When it came tiime to sclect the
individuals to serve as assistant counsel and
goneral counsel,men were chiosen from vari-
ous parts of the United States who had no

*connectlon with government.

EpstiIN: For cxample, thiere were rumors
concerning the F.B.I. or various intelligence
agencies. I noticed that there were a num-
Ber of memorandums where the—where—
from Warrenl to the Sceretary of the Treas-
ury, who was In charge of the Sccret Service,
nssuring that thelr Ondings wowldn't impoir
the efiiciency or the morale of the Sceret
Sorvice, And the same thing agrin with the
.B.I, a question of whether there was cver
any possible connection between Oswald—
ancd by counection I don't mean anything
sinister, I simiply meant that he was furnish-
Ing {uformation and there were some runors
to this elfcct—and they, ratlicr than inves-

fgating thicse rumors, they preferred to give
it to the F.B.I. to investigate the rumors
themselves, As J, Lee Rankin, thelr General
Counsel, said, they wowld rather that ageney
clear its own skirts. Well, what this meant, of
course, is that if the MBI, would have dis-
cretion if it did find o connection betweer
Oswald and itsclf, the discrotion of cither
reporting it or not reporting it.

SrecTER: In the main, the F.B.L conducted
the basie line of investigation. But the Com-~
mission used its independent judgment
wherever, say, the F.B.I. or the Secret Serv-
ice was involved itself so that they would not
investigate themselves on the subjects where
they were directly involved, and I think the
Commission showed its independence in that
regard by criticizing the Federal Bureau of
Investigation and by criticlzing the Secret
Service where the facts warranted such
criticism.

On every subject where the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation had contact with the
arca of investigation with which I was inti-
mately connected, I was fully satisfied with
their thoroughness and with their compe-
teney and with their integrity.

CrONKITE: Despite Mr. Specter's defense, it
is the opinion of CBS News that the rolc of
the I\B.L, as well as the Secret Sorvice, both
in the assassination and its aftermath, has
boen less than glorious, And, to some extent,
the performanco of those agencies weakens
the credibility of the Warren Report. As to
what fthe F.B.I. and the Secret Service did
wrong before the assassination, we need look
no further than the Report ttseld.

It notes the Sccret Service agents assigned
to protect the President had been drinking
beer and liquor into the early hours of the
morning, that no search was made of build-
ings along the route, and that, quote: “The
procedures of the Scoret Service, designcd to
identily and protect against persons consid-
ered serious threats to the President, were
not adequate prior to the assassination,” end
of quote. That is, the Sceret Service should
have known about Lee Harvey Oswald.

‘But the Report goes on to point out that
if the Sceret Service did not know about him,
the F.B.I. did, and did not sce fit to men-
tion his existence to the Sceret Service. The
report issues a mildly phrased yet devastating
rchuke to the FL.B.I., charging that it took an
unduly restrictive view of its responsibilities.
Knowing what the F.B.I, knew about Oswald,
the Report says, an alert agency should have
listed him as a poteantial menace Lo the Pres-
ident. Yet, after the assassination, the Com-
mission itself relicd heavily on these two
agencies as {ts Investigntive arms.

Did thelr performance inmiprove? We know
that some of the tests conducted by them for
the Warren Commission wero unsatisinctory.
In the first of these broadeasts we pointed out
that to stimulate Oswalds problem of hitting
a moving target from a sixty foot high perch,
the F.B.I. conducted its firing tests on o fAxed
target, from a 30-foot height. Certainly, if
CB5 News could duplicate the conditions of




